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Afler Final Office Actioa of November 1 3, 2006 

REMARKS 

Claims 1, 4, and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §X02(b) as being anticipated hy Lerom, 
US 5,5 12.915. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable oy^Lerowc in 
view o^Mano et al.. US 4.985,698. 

In reply to the Office Action of Nov. 13. 2006. AppUcant amends claim 1 to require the 
lines of joining portions to be adjacent each other. Since Leraux does not disclose amended 
claim 1, the rejections of the amended claim 1 under 35 U.S.C 102(b) are believed to be 
improper. Claims 3-5 are depended upon tlie amended claim 1 such that tl,e belief of the 
Applicant that the rejections of the invention under 35 USC 102(b) and 35 USC 103(a) are 
traversed. 

Response To Eyaminfir 's ar^ nn^f^ntc 

As recited in page 4 of the Office Action. Examiner mentions that "claim language does 
not require the lines of joining portions to be adjacent each other". Thus, Applicant amends 
claim 1 to require the lines of joining portions to be adjacent each other. Independent, newly- 
amended claim 1 is as below. 

. \- ^"''^ ^^"^^ ^'^^ ^ "^^^P^^y' open sequences for a plurality of 

scan mes in a panel being changed so that open sequences of the plurality of 
scan Imes between tlie two adjacent gate drivers being the same, the drive 
device compnsmg; 

a display panel being divided into a plurality of division panels; 
panels- '^'^^^ ^^'""^ ^""^ plurality of division 

^^^^^ 

wherein the timing control register is used for conttx)lling the open timings 
,o^!i^ ^^^"l^s °f the plurality of division panels, adjacent scan lines in the 
^^nTi ff fv.'""' P^'^^^^y upper-lower adjacent division panels are 

opened 4t the same time, and wherein the open timings of the adjacent scan 

i?«l'"«J?f,^°"''"^f?^*'°'l' ""^^^ P^"^^^^ of upper-lower adjacem division 
panels are tlie same." (Emphasis added) 
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Response Tn ^lniT» Rejections T fgder 35 U S C. 61 02n-.) 

Claims I. 4. and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Leroux 
U.S. 5.512,915. 

"A claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set forth in the claim is found 
either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art reference." Verdegaal Bros v 
^nionOilCo.ofCaHfornia,&UF2^62Z,62l,2lJSVQld\05\, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987) Lerowc 
does not disclose all liniitations in the newly-amended claim I. and the rejection should be 
withdrawn. 

Independent, newly-amended claim 1 is as below. 

^^JCt ^""^^ '^"''1 ?°y''^ ^"""^ * ^'^^^^y' <^P^^ sequences for a phu-ahty of 
scan Imes m a panel bemg changed so that open sequcices of the plurality of 

reWc^c^mX" '''' "^'''^ ''''' same^e^re 

a display panel being divided into a plur^jlity of division panels: 
panelsf ^^^^ '^"''^ ^^^^ "^'^ ^'''''^ P*"«"ty of division 

d^^viS^llC?^^^^ "^'^ ^-^^ 

pluraSn"sf ™' " '^^^^^^-^ ^^"'^ ^ 

r.f Z^^'^'^l *^ "^""^^ '^l^^^'^ "^^d for controlling the open timings 

of the scan Imes of the plurality of division panels, adjacent scanS S the 

inT? ^^T'' '"^^ P^"^"'>' «PP^^-lower adjacent division pm£ a^e 

lines m the jommg portions of the plurality of upper-lower adjacent division 
panels are the same." (Emphasis added) -maccni aivision 

Leroux at least fails to disclose the limitations as emphasized above. The Office Action 
alleges that the open timings of adjacent scan lines in the joining portio,^ of the plurality of 
upper-lower adjacent division panels are the same. 

Col. 6. Unes 41-47 of Leroux cite as below: 

n« JIl"'^"^ J'''^ °^ " ^ simultaneously select an 

uneven row of the first part 10 and an even row of the second par 12. During 
Ae second half of the duration of a frame, they permit the simultSxToS 
sekcuon of an even row of the first part 10 and an uSeven row of the second 

Col. 5. lines 48-52 oi Leroux cite as below: 

^ KM/ASC/lab 
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nuJZZ^^^^V^'^ numbered 1 is selected simultaneously witii the row 
nmnbered N+2 and so on up to the final uneven row numbered N-1 of the Grst 
pait^ 10 selected simultaneously mih the row numbered 2N of the second part 

CoL 5, lines 60-64 of leroux cite as below: 

'""^ numbered 2 is selected simultaneously Nvith the row 

numbered N+1 and so on up to the final uneven row numbered N and selected 
simultaneously with the row numbered 2N-1 of the second part 12." 
Obviously, Leroux does not disclose that adjacent scan linos in the joining portions of the 
plurality of upper-lower adjacent division panels are opened at the same time and the open 
timings of the adjacent scan lines in the joining portions of the pluraUty of upper-lower adjacent 
division panels are the same. For example. Leroux does not disclose that tlie row numbered N 
aud N+1 are selected at tlie same time and tlie open timin gs of the row numbered N and N+l are 
the same. Since Leroux, at least, does not disclose the limitation in claim 1, the rejection of 
claim 1 under 35 U.S.C 1 02(b) should be overcome and withdrawn. 

Consequently. Leroux does not disclose, suggest or teaoh all the features recited by claim 
1 of the present invention, and the rejection is respectfully traversed. Insofar as claims 3-5 
depend from claim 1. it is appUcant's belief that the 102 rejections of claims 3-5 have been 
respectfully traversed. 

Response To Claim Rftjf^r.t tons Under "^5 U.S.C {f iniff>) 

Claim 3 is rejected imder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lerowc in view of 
Mano et al., US 4,985,698. Leroux and Ma»o, individually or collectively, fail to disclose all the 
clami limitations in tlie claimed invention, however. 

To esmUh prima facie obviousness of a claimed invention, all the claim limitations 
must be taught or suggested by tl,e prior art. In re Royka, 490 F.2d 981. 180 USPQ 580 (CCPA 
1974). 

As discussed for the patentability of the indqjendent claim 1. Leroux fails to that adjacent 
scan lines in the joining po.tions of the plurality of upper-lower adjacent division panels are 
opened at the same time and the open timings of the adjacent scan lines in the joining portions of 
the plurality of upper-lower adjacent division panels are the same. The same claimed feature 

^ KM/ASC/lab 
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lacked m Leroux can be found nowhere in Mano. Consequently, since Uroux and Mano do not 
disclose, suggest or teach all the features recited by claim 1 of the present application, Uroux 
and Mano cannot render claini 1 anticipated or obvious, and claim 1 should be allowable over 
the references of record. Since cJaim 3 depends to allowable claim 1 to incoiporate all the 
claimed features in claim 1, tliey. as a matter of law, should be allowable. 

In light of the foregoing amendments and for at least tiae reasons set forth above 
Applicant respectfully submits that all objections and/or rejections have been traversed rendered 
moot, and/or accommodated, and that the now pendiiig claims I and 3-5 are i:i condition for 
allowance. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of (he present application a,id all pending 
claims are hereby courteously requested. 

Should there be any outstanding raattm-s that need to be resolved in the present 
application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned below, to conduct 
an interview in an effort to expedite prosecution in connection with the present application. 

Tf necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concun-ent, and future 
replies to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any 
additional fees required imder 37.C.F.R. §§1.16 or 1.14; particularly, extension of time fees. 

Dated: Febmary 13. 2007 Respectfully sub^mittc. 




Joe MKKjnuey Mu^cy 
Registration No.: 3p,334 
BIRCH, STEWART. KOlAsCH & BIRCH. LLP 
8110 Gatehouse Road \ 
Suite 100 East; P.O. Box 747 
Falls Chiirch. Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
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